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The Pillars of War 



Creating a plan for peace — removing support for war 


How can we organize against the mul¬ 
tiple wars of the U.S. and at the same 
time plant the seeds for the future mass 
radical movement that’s required to end 
the war system itself? 

The great strategic weakness of radical 
analysts who in the past have urged that a 
particular evil (war) be put in the context of the 
macro system of which it’s a part, is that they 
often end up disempowering their audience. 
“Oh, great,” says the activist in the street, “not 
only am I to stop this war but I’m to bring down 
the whole bloody system. I might as well go to 
the movies and escape!” 

Matt Guy nn, a Training Associate of Train¬ 
ing for Change, facilitated a workshop 
with 40 people, including postal 
workers, high school stu¬ 
dents, local pastors, a 
former mayor, and quite 
a mix of ages. In the 
beginning of the 
meeting many re¬ 
vealed anxiety and 
discouragement 
about the Iraq war. 

Matt began by asking 
what kind of support 
the U.S. war effort 
needs, and wrote the 
group’s ideas up on news¬ 
print: arms makers, media, 
silent citizens, military advisors, 
etc. The list was long, and Matt asked 
the people to identify five or six from the list 
and form groups around those. 

The six groups worked simultaneously in 
different parts of the room. Each developed 
two or three very specific actions (not general 
concepts) that they could take to withdraw the 
support their group lends to the war effort. 

While they worked, Matt placed a large 
mattress in the middle of the room. After five 
or so minutes of group work, each small group 


sent two representatives to the middle. Matt 
told them the mattress represented the U.S. 
push toward the war in Iraq, and asked them 
to lift the mattress over their heads, using only 
one hand each. Each group then sent a del¬ 
egate in from the team on the sidelines, to 
loudly announce one of their actions and re¬ 
move one of their team members from sup¬ 
porting the war effort... As the supports were 
withdrawn, the war effort started to sag... and 
it finally came toppling down! 

After reveling in the exhilaration and 
really enjoying the feeling that the “fall” 
brought, the next step was to ask, “in what ways 
are the supports already being withdrawn from 
the war effort?” And the list grew! As the group 
built the list, Matt asked what people in this 
community would like to be working on to¬ 
gether. This proceeded into six self- 
selected working groups that 
continued to plan together 
to take specific actions that 
made sense in terms of 
this larger picture of 
power. “The group 
left feeling energized 
and activated,” Matt 
writes, “with connec¬ 
tions made with many 
other citizens who 
hadn’t known each 
other before.” 
by George Lakey 
www.zmag.org/sustain- 
ers / content /2003 -03 / 
22lakey.cfm 

The story of this energizing workshop inspired this 
edition of the Blind Spot. Given the amount of 
conflicting and discouraging information now 
swirling around us concerning the Iraq war, we 
thought it would be useful to present a range of 
commentaries on topics that we could consider 
“pillars of war. ’’Breaking such a complex system 
down into parts makes it easier to see concrete, 
positive ways to weaken each of these supports. 


The Pillars 

• Violations of International Law & 
Human Rights 

• False Democracy 

• Military Industrial Complex 

• Economy & Trade 

• Oil Dependency & 
Environmental Degradation 

• Media Manipulation 
• Fear and Racism 

• Patriotism 

• Patriarchy 

• Social Injustice 


This paper brought to you by: 


Normally newspapers contain advertising. We 
have left this space blank to reflect that. This 
paper is available on-line and can be spread 
through decentralized distribution: anyone can 
nake copies and pass them out. This blank space 
can be used by the person or group printing and 
disseminating it, to let you know of a group or 
event that you may want to get involved with. 


Countless groups and individuals within the 
peace movement have already taken many of 
these actions; some of their creative achievements 
are reported here. Other actions for building a 
culture of peace are still at the stage of possibility. 
It is our hope that sharing these views and ideas 
will lead first to discussions, and then to coopera¬ 
tive efforts that will make a more peaceful society 
a reality. 
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International law, human rights 


Amnesty International reports can be found online at www.amnesty.org 


U.S.A., Prisoners of War 
International standards for all 

On 23 March 2003, President George Bush 
said that “If [the U.S. POWs are not treated 
humanely], the people who mistreat the pris¬ 
oners will be treated as war criminals.” 

On the same day, about 30 more detain¬ 
ees were flown from Afghanistan to the U.S. 
Naval Base in Guantanamo Bay in Cuba. This 
brought the number of foreign nationals held 
in the base to about 660. They come from more 
than 40 countries. Most were taken into cus¬ 
tody during the conflict in Afghanistan. Some 
have been held in Guantanamo, without charge 
or trial, and without access to lawyers, relatives 
or the courts, for more than a year. Their 
treatment has flouted international standards. 

The repeated assertions by members of 
the current U.S. administration that they re¬ 
main committed to international human rights 
standards rings hollow as U.S. officials flout 
those very same standards. 

Amnesty International, March 25 


Key Questions: 

Should victims of war be compen¬ 
sated? By whom? 

What aspects of international law 
have been violated in the waging 
of the war in Iraq? 

What legal mechanisms can be used 
to achieve justice in the context of 
the Iraq war? 

How do we ensure respect for hu¬ 
man rights, and prevent future 
violations? 


In the shadow of war: 
backlash against human rights 

Since the military action by the U. S. A., U. K. and 
their allies began in Iraq on March 20, a back¬ 
lash against certain human rights has been 
witnessed around the world. These include: 

* attacks on the rights to freedom of expression 
and assembly (Belgium, Egypt, Jordan, Turkey, 
United Kingdom, U. S. A.); 

* excessive use of force by police against anti¬ 
war demonstrators (Egypt, Germany, Greece, 
Spain, Sudan, Turkey, Yemen); and 

* restriction of asylum rights (U.S.A. “Opera¬ 
tion Liberty Shield”, also Denmark, Norway, 
Sweden, and the United Kingdom). 

With the spotlight focused on the theatre 
of war, such abuses of human rights have been 
largely ignored. 

Amnesty International, March 3 0 

‘Uniting for Peace’ against the U.S. 

All over the world, governments and civil soci¬ 
ety groups proposed to take the U.S.-led attack 
on Iraq to the UN General Assembly under an 
initiative known as “Uniting for Peace.” The 
U.S. was so alarmed that it launched a preemptive 
attack on the plan with a letter to all countries 
in the world, “demanding” that they avoid 
“calls for an emergency session of the General 
Assembly.” 

wwtv.zmag.org/content/Activism! 
hrecherwrlreh.cfm 

www.ccr-ny.org/v2/reports/report.asp 
?ObjID =KeuOlJojzO&Content=224 


Grisly results of 
U.S. cluster bombs 

The real human impacts of cluster bombs and 
unexploded munitions can be seen through 
many accounts of civilians injured or killed by 
unexpected blasts. This article tells the stories 
of several individuals who have been affected 
by accidents involving unexploded bombs and 
munitions. 

www.newsday.com/news/nationworld/ 
iraq/ny-woclus0415.story 


Violations of 
International Law 


U.S. rejects Iraq DU clean-up 

The U.S. denies that depleted uranium weap¬ 
ons have adverse health impacts, despite stud¬ 
ies raising concern over their long-term conse¬ 
quences. 

“The U.S. says it has no plans to remove the 
debris left over from depleted uranium (DU) 
weapons it is using in Iraq. It says no clean-up 
is needed, because research shows DU has no 
long-term effects. It says a 1990 study suggest¬ 
ing health risks to local people and veterans is 
out of date.” 

news.hhc.co.uk/2lhilsciencelnature/ 
2946715.stm 


"Is there any man, is there any woman, let me say any child here, that does not know that the 
seed of war in the modern world is industrial and commercial rivalry f" 

- Woodrow Wilson, a year after the First World War ended 


A WARMONGER EXPLAINS WAR TO A PEACENIK 


By Victor Forsythe 


PeaceNik : Why did you say we are invading 
Iraq? 

WarMonger: We are invading Iraq because it is 
in violation of security council resolution 1441. 
A country cannot be allowed to violate security 
council resolutions. 

PN: But I thought many of our allies, including 
Israel, were in violation of more security coun¬ 
cil resolutions than Iraq. 

WM: It’s not just about UN resolutions. The 
main point is that Iraq could have weapons of 


mass destruction, and the first sign of a smoking 
gun could well be a mushroom cloud over NY. 
PN: Mushroom cloud? But I thought the weap¬ 
ons inspectors said Iraq had no nuclear weap¬ 
ons. 

WM: Yes, but biological and chemical weapons 
are the issue. 

PN: But I thought Iraq did not have any long 
range missiles for attacking us or our allies with 
such weapons. 

WM: The risk is not Iraq directly attacking us, 


but rather terrorist networks that Iraq could 
sell the weapons to. 

PN: But couldn’t virtually any country sell 
chemical or biological materials? We sold quite 
a bit to Iraq in the eighties ourselves, didn’t we ? 
WM: That’s ancient history. Look, Saddam 
Hussein is an evil man that has an undeniable 
track record of repressing his own people since 
the early eighties. He gasses his enemies. Eve¬ 
ryone agrees that he is a power-hungry lunatic 
murderer. 
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Civilians need protection from occupying powers 


Iraq: immediate measures needed 
to restore law and order 

As widespread looting and disorder continue 
in many parts of Iraq, including Baghdad, 
Amnesty International is reminding the Coali¬ 
tion forces as occupying powers of their specific 
responsibilities under international human 
rights and humanitarian law. 

“As forces of an occupying power they 
should urgently take measures to enforce law 
and order in the areas under their control, 
specifically by preventing acts of pillage, de¬ 
struction, and violence to persons,” the organi¬ 
zation said. 

Article 43 of the Hague Regulations spells 
out the specific responsibilities of occupying 
powers under international humanitarian law. 
These include the duty to restore and maintain 
public order and safety. 

Article 55 of the Fourth Geneva Conven¬ 
tion states that “to the fullest extent of the 
means available to it, the Occupying power has 
the duty to ensuring the food and medical 
supplies of the population; it should, in par¬ 
ticular, bring in the necessary foodstuffs, medi¬ 
cal stores and other articles if the resources of 
the occupied territory are inadequate.” 

Amnesty International, April 10 


War crimes case 
against U.S., U.K. 

Lawyers and human rights workers are cur¬ 
rently attempting to build cases against the U.S. 
and Britain before the International Criminal 
Court. The use of cluster bombs, depleted 
uranium and possibly fuel-air explosives will be 
relevant to the cases, because they are weapons 
that do not distinguish between civilian and 
military targets. 

www.nationalpost.com/world/ 
story.html?id=ECE9 8D7D-B287-47A5- 
90FB-A76063AD1B4E 


Iraq: Civilians Under Fire 

Despite repeated assurances from U.S. and 
U.K. authorities that they would do everything 
possible to protect the Iraqi people, since 20 
March hundreds of civilians have reportedly 
been killed. Some have been victims of cluster 
bombs; some have died in attacks in disputed 
circumstances. 

Amnesty International, April 8 


Amnesty International’s 
10-point appeal 
to the occupying powers 

1. Ensure public order and safety. 

2. Meet the basic health needs of the Iraqi 
population. 

3. Where fighting continues, protect civilians 
and act lawfully. 

4. Respect the rights of detainees. 

5. No arbitrary expulsions, no ethnic 
cleansing: Protect All Refugees. 

6. Put the human rights of the Iraqi people 
at the heart of reconstruction efforts. 

7. Commit to a comprehensive program for 
ensuring justice. 

8. Create a UN commission of experts to 
advise on approaches to ensuring justice. 

9. Deploy UN human rights monitors 
throughout Iraq. 

10. Assist the work of humanitarian 
organizations. 

Although Bush said the war in Iraq 
is over, violence and rioting continue. 
There is an urgent need to protect hu¬ 
man rights in Iraq, as the need for 
humanitarian intervention increases. 

Amnesty International calls on all 
occupying powers in Iraq, to commit 
publicly to these 10 points. 


US and UK forces must deal 
with situation of lawlessness 

Reports of the killing and wounding of civilians 
demonstrating against the new governor, 
Mash’an al-Jabbouri in the northern city of 
Mosul have started to emerge. Amnesty Inter¬ 
national Secretary General Irene Khan ex¬ 
pressed grave concern at the current situation 
of lawlessness in Iraq and called for an impar¬ 
tial, independent and thorough investigation 
into the incident. 

Human rights must be put at the centre of 
the efforts to restore law and order in Iraq. 
British and American forces are occupying 
powers with clear and well-defined responsi¬ 
bilities. International humanitarian law de¬ 
fines very clearly the obligations of occupation 
— there can be no derogation from them. 

“Much planning and resources seem to 
have been devoted to securing Iraqi oilfields. 
However, there is scarce evidence of similar 
levels of planning and allocation of resources 
for securing public and other institutions essen¬ 
tial for the survival and well-being of the popu¬ 
lation. The response to disorder has been shock¬ 
ingly inadequate.” 

The sources for the obligations under 
international humanitarian law applicable to 
belligerent occupation are found in: 

The Hague Convention (TV) respecting the 
Laws and Customs of War on Land (Hague 
Convention) and its annexed Regulations re¬ 
specting the Laws and Customs of War on Land 
(Hague Regulations) of 18 October 1907; 

The Fourth Geneva Convention relative to 
the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time ofWar 
(Fourth Geneva Convention) of 12 August 1949; 

Article 75 of the 1977Protocol Additional 
to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949 
and relating to the Protection of Victims of Inter¬ 
national Armed Conflicts (Protocol I); Rules of 
customary international law. 

Amnesty International April 15 


PN: We sold chemical and biological materials 
to a power-hungry lunatic murderer? 

WM: The issue is not what we sold, but rather 
what Saddam did. He is the one that launched 
a pre-emptive first strike on Kuwait. 

PN: A pre-emptive first strike does sound bad. 
But didn’t our ambassador to Iraq, April 
Gillespie, know about and green-light the inva¬ 
sion of Kuwait? 

WM: Let’s deal with the present, shall we ? As of 
today, Iraq could sell its biological and chemical 


weapons to al Qaeda. Osama Bin Laden him¬ 
self released an audio tape calling on Iraqis to 
suicide-attack us, proving a partnership be¬ 
tween the two. 

PN: Osama Bin Laden? Wasn’t the point of 
invading Afghanistan to kill him? 

WM: Actually, it’s not 100% certain that it’s 
really Osama Bin Laden on the tapes. But the 
lesson from the tape is the same: there could 
easily be a partnership between al Qaeda and 
Saddam Hussein unless we act. 


PN: Is this the same audio tape where Osama 
Bin Laden labels Saddam a secular infidel? 
WM: You’re missing the point by just focusing 
on the tape. Powell presented a strong case 
against Iraq. 

PN: He did? 

WM: Yes, he showed satellite pictures of an al 
Qaeda poison factory in Iraq. 

PN: But didn’t that turn out to be a harmless 
shack in the part of Iraq controlled by the 
Kurdish opposition? 
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The question of democracy 

“But after all, it is leaders of the country who determine the policy, and it is always a simple 
matter to drag people along, whether it is a democracy, or a fascist dictatorship, or a parliament, 
ora communist dictatorship. Voice or no voice, the people can be brought to the bidding of the 
leaders. That is easy. All you have to do is tell them they are being attacked, and denounce the 
pacifists for lack of patriotism and exposing the country to danger. It works the same in every 
country. 33 - Hermann Goering, German field marshal and Nazi party leader 


Key Questions: 

What are the different forms of 
democracy? Direct democracy? 
Representative? Participative? 

How do you currently participate 
in democracy? What other ways 
could you participate? 

How was the decision to go to 
war made? Who was involved? 

Anti-war referenda 

Referenda are a valuable tool used by govern¬ 
ments and other organizations to gauge sup¬ 
port for issues of great importance. If you’re 
contemplating being involved in a war, and 
you’re not under direct attack at the time, why 
not have a referendum on that? This article 
talks about the recent experience in Turkey. 

www. infoshop. org/inews/stories.php 
lstory=02/12/11/4829470 

Leaders must dismantle 
democracy to wage war 

“Ironically, the neo-conservatives and 
Likudniks of George W. Bush’s regime who 
want to bring “democracy” to the Arab-Islamic 
world — by force if necessary — can realize 
their plans only by first dismantling democracy 
in the United States of America. They can’t pull 
off their neo-con artist sleight-of-hand unless 
they successfully shut down public debate and 
strangle participatory grassroots politics at 
home and abroad.” by Laurie King-Irani: 

zmag. org/content/showarticle. cfm ? 
SectionID=51 &ItemID=2932 

WM: And a British intelligence report... 

PN: Didn’t that turn out to be copied from an 
out-of-date graduate student paper? 

WM: And reports of mobile weapons labs... 
PN: Weren’t those just artistic renderings? 
WM: And reports of Iraqis scuttling and hiding 
evidence from inspectors... 

PN: Wasn’t that evidence contradicted by the 
chief weapons inspector, Hans Blix ? 

WM: Yes, but there is plenty of other hard 
evidence that cannot be revealed because it 


War and democracy in Iraq 

“I support regime change. I support it around 
the world, including in Iraq, where a dictator 
holds sway. The question, however, is whether 
we should support regime change by the United 
States military and whether there is any reason 
to believe that a U.S. invasion will lead to 
democracy for the people of Iraq, let alone for 
the wider region. “ by Stephen Shalom: 

zmag.org/ZMagSite/Apr2 003/ 
shalom0403.html 

‘Most people would rather die than think; in 
fact, they do so/ - Bertrand Russell 

False 

Democracy 

No democracy for Afghanistan 

Following US military attacks on Afghanistan, 
the new transitional government was selected 
through a controversial (and distinctly un¬ 
democratic) process reportedly open to ma¬ 
nipulation and threats. 

“ [Transitional president Hamid] Karzai’s 
claim to power has only the barest veneer of 
legitimacy... American and other foreign “ob¬ 
servers” pressured his two major rivals—the 
former king Zahir Shah and the former presi¬ 
dent Burhanuddin Rabbani—to pull out of the 
contest. On the last day of the gathering, Karzai 
presented 13 of his ministerial appointees to 
the 1,600 carefully screened loya jirga del¬ 
egates. There was no debate or election—the 
ministers were “approved” in a matter of min¬ 
utes by a show of hands. ” by Peter Symonds: 

www.wsws.org/articles/2002/jul2002/ 

afgh-jOl.shtml 

would compromise our security. 

PN: So there is no publicly available evidence 
of weapons of mass destruction in Iraq? 

WM: The inspectors are not detectives, it’s not 
their JOB to find evidence. You’re missing the 
point. 

PN: So what is the point? 

WM: The main point is that we are invading 
Iraq because resolution 1441 threatened “se¬ 
vere consequences.” If we do not act, the 
security council will become an irrelevant de- 


Participatory budgets 

When people talk about true democracy, it 
isn’t just about casting ballots for leaders every 
few years. Genuine citizen empowerment 
means having a direct influence and voice in 
government decisions. 

One way of doing this is through a partici¬ 
patory budget process, like they have in Porto 
Allegre, Brazil, which has hosted the World 
Social Forum the last two years. Some hail this 
as a democratic achievement, while critics charge 
that it co-opts opponents and silences legiti¬ 
mate criticism of the non-discretionary parts of 
the budget. 

Perspectives on participatory budgets: 

www. internationalbudget. org/cdrom/pa- 
pers/systems/Participatory Budgets/Cidade/ 
CIDADEbudgetsEn.htm 

zmag.org/content/showarticle.cfm 
? SectionID=48 &ItemID =2987 

Five guidelines for organizing 

People are actively trying to connect the war 
abroad with the struggles for power, re¬ 
sources, and freedom right here in our own 
neighbourhoods. 

1. Build neighbourhood-based groups 

2. Avoid economistic arguments. 

3. Listen. (Don’t just talk.) 

4. Reconsider civil disobedience. 

5. Deal with the tension. 

By Cynthia Peters: 

www.zmag. org/content/showarticle. cf 
m ? SectionID=15 &ItemID =3356 

Participatory Economics 

Participatory economics is an economic vision 
that gets rid of the private ownership and 
market competition of capitalism and the bru¬ 
tal management class of Soviet-style commu¬ 
nism, and creates an economy based on the 
values of solidarity, diversity, equity, self-man¬ 
agement, and efficiency. Participatory eco¬ 
nomics enables citizens to play a more direct 
role in economic decision-making that affects 
their lives. 

www.parecon. org 

bating society. 

PN: So the main point is to uphold the rulings 
of the security council? 

WM: Absolutely... .unless it rules against us. 
PN: And what if it does rule against us? 

WM: In that case, we must lead a coalition of the 
willing to invade Iraq. 

PN: Coalition of the willing? Who’s that? 
WM: Britain, Turkey, Bulgaria, Spain, and Italy, 
for starters. 

PN: I thought Turkey refused to help us unless 
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Participatory politics 

Some ideas excerpted from a longer article 
outlining a political vision that could go along 
with participatory economics: 

A. Nested councils. The primary-level councils 
will include every adult in the society. The 
number of members in these primary-level 
councils will be somewhere between 25-50. 

B. Each primary-level council will choose a 
delegate to a second-level council. (Each sec¬ 
ond-level council will be composed of 20-50 
delegates, depending on the agreed upon coun¬ 
cil size.) Likewise, each second-level council will 
choose delegates to third-level councils, and so 
on, until there is one single top-level council for 
the entire society. These delegates would be 
charged with trying to reflect the actual views 
of the council they came from. 

C. Councils at every level would be deliberative 
bodies. They will operate by consensus where 
possible, majority rule where not. 

D. When any voting does take place, it will be 
open, not by secret ballot. 

E. All meetings of councils above the primary 
level are open and videotaped for review by 
members of lower-level councils. 

F. At councils above the primary level, there 
will be three kinds of decisions: (1) consensus 
decisions (most often), (2) majority vote deci¬ 
sions, and (3) decisions returned to the primary 
level for votes by everyone. 

G. Delegates to the second-level councils and 
above should be volunteers (that is, they should 
be people who enjoy such activity). Their par¬ 
ticipation will be part of their balanced job 
complex. Rotation is mandatory (but only 
among those council members who have inter¬ 
est in such activity, and who have the confi¬ 
dence of the sending council that they will be 
able to reflect its views). 

H. All councils at the second level and above will 
have a staff assigned. The staff is made up of 
people with balanced job complexes who re¬ 
search issues of public policy. The staff prepare 
research reports in response to requests from 
a council. All these reports are posted on the 
internet. 

I. Even though all important and contentious 

we gave them tens of billions of dollars. 

WM: Nevertheless, they may now be willing. 
PN: I thought public opinion in all those coun¬ 
tries was against war. 

WM: Current public opinion is irrelevant. The 
majority expresses its will by electing leaders to 
make decisions. 

PN: So it’s the decisions of leaders elected by 
the majority that is important? 

WM: Yes. 

PN: But George Bush wasn’t elected by voters. 



IS HITf Ml 
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Eisenhower’s 

warning 


Military 

Industrial 

Complex 


In 1961, departing U.S. President Dwight 
Eisenhower delivered a speech on the dangers of 
ever-growing U. S. military and industrial power. 
The following is an excerpt: 

“We now stand ten years past the mid¬ 
point of a century that has witnessed four 
major wars among great nations. Three of 
these involved our own country. Despite these 
holocausts America is today the strongest, the 
most influential and most productive nation in 
the world. Understandably proud of this pre¬ 
eminence, we yet realize that America’s lead¬ 
ership and prestige depend, not merely upon 
our unmatched material progress, riches and 
military strength, but on how we use our 
power in the interests of world peace and 
human betterment... 

This conjunction of an immense military 
establishment and a large arms industry is new 
in the American experience. The total influ¬ 
ence —economic, political, even spiritual—is 
felt in every city, every State house, every 


office of the Federal government. We recog¬ 
nize the imperative need for this develop¬ 
ment. Yet we must not fail to comprehend its 
grave implications. Our toil, resources and 
livelihood are all involved; so is the very 
structure of our society. 

In the councils of government, we must 
guard against the acquisition of unwarranted 
influence, whether sought or unsought, by 
the military industrial complex. The poten¬ 
tial for the disastrous rise of misplaced power 
exists and will persist. 

We must never let the weight of this 
combination endanger our liberties or demo¬ 
cratic processes. We should take nothing for 
granted. Only an alert and knowledgeable 
citizenry can compel the proper meshing of 
the huge industrial and military machinery of 
defense with our peaceful methods and goals, 
so that security and liberty may prosper to¬ 
gether. .. ” Full speech: 

coursesa.matrix.msu.edu/~hst306! 
documentslindust.html 


issues are voted on by the whole population, 
this is not referendum democracy , in which peo¬ 
ple unreflectively vote up or down on a polar¬ 
izing proposal. In ParPolity, at each level the 
councils strive for consensus. And when con¬ 
sensus is unattainable and a vote is needed, it is 
far from unreflective. 

J. Referendum democracy or not, rule by the 
majority always raises the danger of the tyr¬ 
anny of the majority. Accordingly, a High Coun¬ 
cil Court will be established to act as a check on 
unjust laws. Lesser Council Courts will be estab¬ 
lished corresponding to each of the council 
levels above the primary level. 

K. One further check on the tyranny of the 
majority is the right of secession, a right which 
would be recognized constitutionally. Seces¬ 
sion is not a desirable outcome, for it means that 
people have given up trying to cooperatively 

He was selected by the U.S. Supreme C...- 
WM: I mean, we must support the decisions of 
our leaders, however they were elected, be¬ 
cause they are acting in our best interest. This 
is about being a patriot. That’s the bottom line. 
PN: So if we do not support the decisions of the 
president, we are not patriotic? 

WM: I never said that. 

PN: So what are you saying? Why are we 
invading Iraq? 

WM: As I said, because there is a chance that 


resolve their differences. 

L. The High Council Court’s role in making 
sure that majorities don’t violate fundamental 
the rights of minorities is a subset of its larger 
role, which is to determine the appropriate 
level at which any issue should be determined. 

M. It is reasonable to hypothesize that a society 
embodying ParEcon and ParPolity will have a 
political culture generally supportive of its 
underlying values. Thus, a final - and perhaps 
most important - check on the power of the 
majority is the society’s political culture, which 
values and reinforces diversity and liberty. 

N. Democracy doesn’t just mean that everyone 
gets a vote, but that people have a voice in 
decisions proportional to the degree to which 
the decision affects them. 

by Stephen Shalom 

http:/'Izmag. org/shalompol.htm 

they have weapons of mass destruction that 
threaten us and our allies. 

PN: But the inspectors have not been able to 
find any such weapons. 

WM: Iraq is obviously hiding them. 

PN: You know this? How? 

WM: Because we know they had the weapons 
ten years ago, and they are still unaccounted 
for. 

PN: The weapons we sold them, you mean? 
WM: Precisely. 
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The economy of greed 

Making money on all aspects of war 


Economy 

& 

Trade 

Canadian trade, transport 
interests back U.S. war in Iraq 

Canadian business executives, premiers and 
newspapers have urged the federal govern¬ 
ment to support the war in Iraq, claiming that 
protecting economic relations with the U.S. 
should be Canada’s top priority. Fears that 
American multinationals might reduce their 
operations in Canada, export markets in the 
US would suffer, and border transport could 
slow down, have all been used to argue that 
Canada cannot ‘afford’ to take an independ¬ 
ent position on the war in Iraq. 

www.cmc-ccm.com/shipping.php 
? choice=575 

Oil and the Euro 

For years, the US dollar has been effec¬ 
tively the only currency that could buy oil, 
making it internationally desirable and adding 
to US economic power. Now, some oil-produc¬ 
ing countries are experimenting with other 
arrangements. These include accepting Euros, 
not dollars, for oil (as in Iraq and Iran), and 
allowing bartering in exchange for oil (as in 
Venezuela). 

“George W. Bush assures us that Iraq’s oil 
belongs to the Iraqi people. But any asset priced 
in dollars is at least partly an American asset 
because it adds to the demand for dollars, 
allowing America to export more dollars and 
receive more goods and services in return. So 
the test of America’s sincerity will be whether 
its new regime in Iraq continues to accept Euros 
for oil.” 

ontario.indymedia.orgarticle ID # 18266 




War and the economy: 
constructive collateral damage 

George Bush’s war on Iraq will 
provide very little stimulus for 
the U.S. economy. Direct out¬ 
lays will fall somewhere be¬ 
tween $60 and $80 billion for 
a “quick” war, possibly as much 
as $125 billion for one lasting 
three to four months. This 
means that, at most, war ex¬ 
penses could amount to about 
1.1 percent of U.S. gross do¬ 
mestic product, and it now 
looks as though they will turn 
out to be less. This is not enough 
to generate anything like the 
stimulative jolt that military 
conflicts once did. 

Postwar costs — occupa¬ 
tion, repair and reconstruc¬ 
tion, humanitarian aid — could be far greater 
than those for the war itself, and might range 
from $100 billion to $1 trillion, according to 
estimates by Yale economist William Nor dhaus, 
for time spans of two to ten years. 

The preferred scenario for postwar aid to 
Iraq is one in which the United States will pay 
U.S. companies to repair and rebuild the coun¬ 
try — and cover the costs by seizing Iraqi oil 


fields and selling the product on the world 
market. This might be easier said than done: 
Iraq’s oil sales and revenues are currently un¬ 
der United Nations control, due to sanctions 


that the United States helped put in place after 
the 1991 war. But a head start was made on 
April 2, when President Bush, using the U.S.A.- 
Patriot Act, confiscated $1.7 
billion in U.S. bank accounts 
belonging to the Iraqi govern¬ 
ment, state-owned banks, and 
oil-marketing enterprises, “to 
assist in the reconstruction of 
Iraq.” In other words, the Iraqi 
people should pay their de¬ 
stroyers to rebuild their coun¬ 
try. 

The United States has 
sent clear signals that it intends 
to keep the United Nations 
and non-U.S. contractors on 
the sidelines. Five U.S. corpo¬ 
rations have been selected by 
the U.S. Agency for Interna¬ 
tional Development to put in 
secret and noncompetitive bids 
for the work to be done: Halliburton (vice- 
president Dick Cheney’s former company), 
Bechtel, Fluor, Parsons, and the Louis Berger 
Group. Together, these companies made po¬ 
litical contributions of $2.8 million between 
1999 and 2002, more than two-thirds to the 
Republican party. 

ontario.indymedia.orgarticle ID #18589 


NOT 

IN OUR NAME 
AND WITH 
our Money 


PN: But I thought those biological and chemi¬ 
cal weapons would degrade to an unusable 
state over ten years. 

WM: But there is a chance that some have not 
degraded. 

PN: So as long as there is even a small chance 
that such weapons exist, we must invade? 
WM: Exactly. 

PN: But North Korea actually has large 
amounts of usable chemical, biological, AND 
nuclear weapons, AND long range missiles that 
can reach the west coast, AND it has expelled 


nuclear weapons inspectors, AND threatened 
to turn America into a sea of fire. 

WM: That’s a diplomatic issue. 

PN: So why are we invading Iraq instead of 
using diplomacy? 

WM: Aren’t you listening? We are invading 
Iraq because we cannot allow the inspections to 
drag on indefinitely. Iraq has been delaying, 
deceiving, and denying for over ten years, and 
inspections cost us tens of millions. 

PN: But I thought war would cost us tens of 
billions. 


WM: Yes, but this is not about money. This is 
about security. 

PN: But wouldn’t a pre-emptive war against 
Iraq ignite radical Muslim sentiments against 
us, and decrease our security? 

WM: Possibly, but we must not allow the terror¬ 
ists to change the way we live. Once we do that, 
the terrorists have already won. 

PN: So what is the purpose of the Department 
of Homeland Security, color-coded terror 
alerts, and the Patriot Act? Don’t these change 
the way we live? 
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Targeting those who profit 


Postwar Iraq: 

A showcase for privatization? 

“To the victor go the spoils, it is said. In the case 
of this war, the spoils will be going to the victor’s 
business allies as they bring a distinctly corpo¬ 
rate form of liberation to the people of Iraq.” 

In addition to having links to members of 
the US administration, some of the major com¬ 
panies being awarded contracts for the re¬ 
building of Iraq have a checkered history of 
privatization. In particular, Bechtel Corp. and 
Parsons Corp. have been involved in contro¬ 
versial privatization initiatives in the U.S. and 
abroad, by Philip Matter a (April 3) : 

iviviv.corp-research.org/extra_040 

303.htm 

For more on Bechtel Corporation, including its 
involvement with water privatization in Bolivia 
and Boston's “Big Dig": 

www.corporatewatch.org.uk/news/ 

hoomtime_for_bechtel.htm 

For interest, here's a list of corporate connections 
among Bush's cabinet and advisors. Not all have 
reconstruction contracts in Iraq, of course, but it's 
still interesting to note that the Agriculture Secre¬ 
tary is tied to Monsanto, and the Health and 
Human Services Secretary to Philip Morris... 
www. opensecrets. org/ bush/cabinet.asp 



WAGE 

PEACE 

Boycott 
War Profiteers! 

It’s not just weapons manufacturers who profit 
from war. Activists are now calling for con¬ 
sumer boycotts of Procter & Gamble, Federal 
Express and other companies with ties to the 
Pentagon. 

Find details at Indy media Victoria: 
victoria.indymedia.org/newsl2003/03l 
12211.php 

And for a list of war profiteers based on contracts 
with the Pentagon, visit: 

www.dior.whs.mil/peidhome/procstat/ 
p01/fy2002/topl OO.htm 


Economy 

& 

Trade 

Guardian: U.S. firms set for post¬ 
war reconstruction projects 

Before the war even started, American corpo¬ 
rations were being short-listed for reconstruc¬ 
tion contracts, many of them with strong ties to 
the Bush administration. For example, 
Haliburton (formerly headed by Dick Cheney), 
Bechtel and Fluor corporations were among 
those being considered for multi-million dollar 
contracts through a “limited selection process” 
that included only US companies. Full article 
(March 11): 

www .guardian.co.uk/usa/story / 

0,12271,911943, OO.html 


Anti-war boycott hurts 
Coke, Pepsi sales in India 

“The All-India Anti-imperialist Forum has called 
for a boycott of Pepsi, Coca-Cola, McDonald’s 
and all American and British goods in India and 
other countries in protest against the ‘unjust’ 
US war on Iraq... Distributors of Coca Cola and 
Pepsi said sales in the state of Kerala had 
dropped by about 5 0 per cent since the call was 
made two weeks ago.” Full article (April 9): 

www.tcgreens.org/gl/articles/ 
20030409060308634.html 



Boycott of Cola in Middle East — 
drinking Iran’s “Zam Zam” Cola 

Saudi Arabia and other Gulf states have been 
boycotting Coca-Cola and Pepsi in order to 
protest U.S. support for Israel during the Pal¬ 
estinian uprising. Iran’s “Zam Zam” Cola hopes 
to take their place in the Middle East soft drink 
market. Full article (August 29): 

www.dawn.com/2002/08l29lintl2.htm 

Listing of reconstruction contracts 

Here’s a partial list of contracts that have been 
awarded for reconstruction work in Iraq: 

www. la. indy media, org/news/2003/04/ 
51989.php 


WM: I thought you had questions about Iraq. 
PN: I do. Why are we invading Iraq? 

WM: For the last time, we are invading Iraq 
because the world has called on Saddam Hussein 
to disarm, and he has failed to do so. He must 
now face the consequences. 

PN: So, likewise, if the world called on us to do 
something, such as find a peaceful solution, we 
would have an obligation to listen? 

WM: By “world”, I meant the United Nations. 
PN: So, we have an obligation to listen to the 
United Nations? 


WM: By “United Nations” I meant the Security 
Council. 

PN: So, we have an an obligation to listen to the 
Security Council? 

WM: I meant the majority of the Security 
Council. 

PN: So, we have an obligation to listen to the 
majority of the Security Council? 

WM: Well... there could be an unreasonable 
veto. 

PN: In which case? 

WM: In which case, we have an obligation to 


ignore the veto. 

PN: And if the majority of the Security Council 
does not support us at all? 

WM: Then we have an obligation to ignore the 
Security Council. 

PN: That makes no sense. 

WM: If you love Iraq so much, you should move 
there. Or maybe France, with the all the other 
cheese-eating surrender monkeys. It’s time to 
boycott their wine and cheese, no doubt about 
that. 

PN: I give up! 
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Is it all about the oil? 

"They're already dividing up Iraq: 

We get the leaded , Britain gets the unleaded , and France gets the restroom ." - Craig Kilborn 


Ending our dependence on oil 

“The real issue that we must address is the need 
to diminish the role of oil—regardless of its 
origin—in our economy. Whether we secure it 
from any corner of the globe market or from 
every nook and cranny of the United States, oil 
will continue to be a strategic and economic 
liability until we reduce our need for it. 

Instead of trying to address our oil de¬ 
pendence primarily by expanding supply, we 
must achieve a better balance of increasing the 
efficiency with which we consume oil while 
maintaining our supply base.” 

This Progressive Policy Institute 2001 re¬ 
port outlines the economic, social and environ¬ 
mental implications of oil dependency. Its over¬ 
all recommendation is to focus efforts on re¬ 
ducing oil use in the transportation sector. 

wivw.ppionline.org! documents! 
ending_oil.pdf 


oa 

Dependency & 
Environmental 
Degradation 

The weird men behind Bush’s war 

America’s allies and enemies alike are baffled. 
What is going on in the United States? Who is 
making foreign policy? And what are they 
trying to achieve? 

Quasi-Marxist explanations involving big 
oil or American capitalism are mistaken. Yes, 
American oil companies and contractors will 
accept the spoils of the kill in Iraq. But the oil 
business, with its Arabist bias, did not push for 
this war any more than it supports the Bush 
administration’s close alliance with Ariel 
Sharon. 

Further, President Bush and Vice-Presi¬ 
dent Cheney are not genuine “Texas oil men” 
but career politicians who, in between stints in 
public life, would have used their connections 
to enrich themselves as figureheads in the 
wheat business, if they had been residents of 
Kansas, or in tech companies, had they been 
Californians, by Michael Lind: 

slash.autonomedia, orglanalysis/03/04/ 
05/1654203.shtml 


Afghanistan Revisited? 

Afghanistan is a sad sign of the ramifications of 
an American foreign policy dictated by multi¬ 
national oil corporations. The U.S. has even 
mis-informed its own people to the point of 
supporting the lie that they fight a War on 
Terrorism. When what they really did was 
participate in the invasion and subsequent 
ousting of a foreign government to make it 
easier for UNOCAL to do business in Central 
Asia. 

Since the implementation of the U.S. 
puppet Hamid Karzai, himself a former 
UNOCAL advisor, UNOCAL has come back, 
and signed on for the multi billion dollar pipe¬ 
line plan. The U.S. also maintains a ‘semiperma¬ 
nent’ military force in Afghanistan and neigh¬ 
bouring countries like Uzbekistan, and Tajikistan, 
arguably to continue the hunt for Bin Laden, 
but realistically to secure the pipeline route 
from terrorists. Karzai has also abandoned his 
Afghani security guards, trusting instead the 
‘pipeline police’ (American Special forces). Prov¬ 
ing that the War on Terrorism has been coopted 
into a war for the oil and gas of Central Asia, 
and since the invasion of Iraq, the Middle East 
as well, by Randy Ulch: 

Ontario, indymedia. orgArticle ID #18618 



Oil dependency by design 

So how can we reduce our oil consumption? 
On an individual and household level, we can 
make an effort to change our transportation 
habits. While biking year round might be an 
ideal solution, cars are not likely to vanish from 
the streets anytime soon. 

Peaceworks offers analysis on options for 
reducing fuel consumption while still driving. 
These include hybrid vehicles, more efficient 
SUVs, and fuel cells. 

peaceworks.missouri.org/monitor12003/ 
febmarldependency.html 


Key Questions: 

What role has U.S. oil dependency 
played in the Iraq war? 

How can we reduce oil 
dependency? Why should we? 

How can environmental damage 
from violent conflicts be taken 
more seriously? 


War’s Environmental Toll 

Environmental damage from the Iraq war will 
cause an unknown number of human casual¬ 
ties. How much political will has there been to 
clean up the environment after past conflicts? 
Tales from the Gulf War are not encouraging: 

“A short attention span may be as limiting 
as shallow pockets. In 1991, UNEP recom¬ 
mended creation of an international plan to 
rehabilitate the environment, a sort of Marshall 
Plan to deal with the environmental disaster in 
the Middle East caused by the first Gulf War. 
The plan never materialized, and much of the 
damage remains. 

When asked why, Nick Nuttall of UNEP 
said, “After a war, there’s lots of goodwill and 
good ideas,” he said. “And then the world 
moves on.” 

www.villagevoice.com/issues/0316/ 

pyne.php 



Pipeline from Iraq to Israel 

“It is understood from diplomatic sources that 
the Bush administration has said it will not 
support lifting UN sanctions on Iraq unless 
Saddam’s successors agree to supply Israel with 
oil. “All of this lends weight to the theory that 
Bush’s war is part of a masterplan to reshape 
the Middle East to serve Israel’s interests. 
Haaretz quoted Paritzky as saying that the 
pipeline project is economically justifiable be¬ 
cause it would dramatically reduce Israel’s 
energy bill.” 

Ontario, indymedia.orgArticle ID #18623 
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Is the CBC fuelling conflict? 

Canadians are not being served as well as they 
should be, even by their own public media. In 
two weeks of monitoring CBC’s coverage of 
the U.S.-U.K. war on Iraq, we have found that, 
while the CBC does better than the U.K.’s BBC, 
U.S. networks, and even other Canadian chan¬ 
nels, it still falls short of journalistic objectivity 
in many cases. This means that even the best, 
most open media adopt implicit assumptions, 
and hence ask questions, that are more helpful 
to powerful, pro-war interests than they are to 
the public interest. Viewers deserve better. 

wiviv.zmag. org/content!show article, cfm 
fSectionID= 15 &ItemID=3461 

Cable’s war coverage suggests a 
new ‘Fox effect’ on television 

As the FOX News network has dispensed with 
any shred of “objectivity”, to create a very 
biased and “patriotic” version of the news, 
their ratings have climbed. Other stations are 
now feeling the pressure to follow suit. 

iviviv.nytimes.com/2003104 / 16/interna¬ 
tional / ivorldspecial / 16FOX.html? ex = 
1051586421 &ei=l &en=4f602507el269839 

Jewish groups aim to block Al- 
Jazeera in Canada 

Canada’s two largest Jewish organizations say 
they plan to oppose an attempt by the Cana¬ 
dian Cable Television Association to carry the 
Al-Jazeera network on its members’ digital- 
cable service. Calling the Qatar-based network 
“anti-Semitic,” the Canadian Jewish Congress 
and B’nai Brith Canada will intervene in hear¬ 
ings against the CCTA plan. 

Joseph Ben-Ami, director of communica¬ 
tions for B’nai Brith Canada, agreed. “Al- 
Jazeera is quite well known as a network that 
transmits blatantly anti-Israel material and 
sometimes anti-Semitic material. It has no place 
in Canada, at least not under the sanction of 
the government of Canada” — a reference to 
the CRTC, which operates as an arms-length 
adjudication body under the Canadian Herit¬ 
age ministry. 

However, Hussein Amery, president of 
the National Council on Canada-Arab Rela¬ 
tions, says interventions against Al-Jazeera by 
the CJC and B’nai Brith are “a form of censor¬ 
ship and suppression of the media” at a time 
when concentration of media ownership is 
“restricting our perspectives of the world.” by 
]antes Adams, Globe &Mail (April 9): 

nonprofitnet.ca/wao/wao.php?show&776 


Hiding the lies in the truth 


Media 

Manipulation 


Nearly half of Americans believe 
911 hijackers were Iraqis 

“Sources knowledgeable about U.S. intelligence 
say there is no evidence that Hussein played a 
role in the Sept. 11 attacks, nor that he has been 
or is currently aiding A1 Qaeda. Yet the White 
House appears to be encouraging this false 
impression, as it seeks to maintain American 
support for a possible war against Iraq and 
demonstrate seriousness of purpose to 
Hussein’s regime. 

“Polling data show that right after Sept. 
11, 2001, when Americans were asked open- 
ended questions about who was behind the 
attacks, only 3 per cent mentioned Iraq or 
Hussein. But by January of this year, attitudes 
had been transformed. In a Knight Ridder poll, 
44 percent of Americans reported that either 
“most” or “some” of the Sept. 11 hijackers 
were Iraqi citizens. The answer is zero.” by 
Linda Feldmann (March 14): 

wtvw. csmonitor.com/200310314/p02s01 - 
woiq.btm 

'Never do anything against conscience even 

if the state demands it. ’ 

- Albert Einstein 

U.S. bombs murder journalists 

Back in 2001, with the United States at war in 
Afghanistan, the Pentagon bombed Al-Jazeera’s 
bureau in Kabul. This year, during the lead-up 
to the war in Iraq, Al-Jazeera repeatedly in¬ 
formed the U.S. military of the exact coordi¬ 
nates of the network’s office in downtown 
Baghdad. On April 8, a U.S. missile hit that Al- 
Jazeera office, taking the life of Tareq Ayub, a 
34-year-old Jordanian journalist. A coinci¬ 
dence? A mere accident? I don’t think so. The 
same day, a U.S. tank fired a shell at the Pales¬ 
tine Hotel, where most foreign journalists have 
been based lately in Baghdad. The assault killed 
Taras Protsyuk of the Reuters news agency and 
Jose Couso of the Spanish network Telecinco. 
Explanations from the Pentagon have not 
been credible, by Norman Solomon 

www.fair.org!media-beat1030410.html 


Fairness and Accuracy 
in Reporting 
www.fair.org 

Media Channel 
www.mediachannel.org 

A1 Jazeerah website shut down by 
ISP intimidation, and death threats 

A Muslim professor from Georgia launched an 
English language website for content from the 
Arabic language network A1 Jazeerah, in order 
to promote peace and understanding between 
the English-speaking world and the Middle 
East. Instead, he has been subject to hacker 
attacks. When he moved to a larger ISP, he was 
dropped due to government intimidation. 

Finally, after a barrage of US corporate 
media criticism and incitement which resulted 
in death threats from the locals, he was forced 
to take down much of the website. 

On April 1st, cnews.canoe.com reported 
that Web portal Lycos had three times more 
searches for “Al-Jazeera” and variant spellings 
than for “sex.” The Enlish language site had 
been launched the previous week. 

More info: www.aljazeerah.us 

"Tonight President Bush warned there are still 
pockets of resistance that are still fighting: 
Barbara Streisand, the Dixie Chicks, Susan 
Sarandon." - Jay Leno 


« blank space: your thoughts » 
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A culture of fear, racism and mis¬ 
guided patriotism 


Patriotism 


Peace is patriotic 

Patriotism is defined by Merriam-Webster as 
“love for or devotion to one’s country”. A 
more cynical definition is “the irrational belief 
that your country is the greatest in the world, 
by virtue of you living in it”. 

In every war, controversies over patriot¬ 
ism inevitably arise. Most everyone would agree 
that patriotism involves the loyalty that a per¬ 
son has toward her country. But there are two 
conflicting concepts arising out of the applica¬ 
tion of that principle. 

One concept dictates that a citizen has a 
duty to make an independent, reasoned judg¬ 
ment of whether the actions of her own gov¬ 
ernment are in the best interest of her country. 
The other, adopted by most major media out¬ 
lets in the US, is blind deference to government 
authority and judgment in times of war. 

iviviv.suitel 01 .com/article.cfm/ 
southern cooking! 9 8748 

iviviv.fff.org!comment!edl 1 Olc.asp 


« blank space » 

use it as you wish .. add your personal 
thoughts as you read through the paper, or 
collect a list of discussion points and then 
bring together a small group of people 
together to talk about it, or ... you decide ... 


this space is left for reader input in accord¬ 
ance with the participatory philosophy of 
Indymedia, where we allow you to assume a 
new role in your relationship with the media 


We 4r<tm fhaf endless h^fe ujtJJ end 
UnteasmS fear &ne dgjf will Cease 
We dream fhaf f»e will fwn f«friend 
And efernal war will furn peace 

Fmj S''** L* 


Is it a war on Islam? 

Max Boot, editor of the Wall Street Journal, 
writes that “Afghanistan and other troubled 
lands today cry out for the sort of enlightened 
foreign administration once provided by self- 
confident Englishmen in jodhpurs and pith 
helmets”. The Washington Post calls for an 
“imperialist revival” and the need for Ameri¬ 
cans to “impose their own institutions on dis¬ 
orderly ones”. The Atlantic Monthly remarks 
that American policy makers should learn from 
the Greek, Roman, and British empires for tips 
on how to run American foreign policy. 

Although many Americans still cling to the 
belief that their country’s new unilateralism is 
no more than “injured innocence”, and a 
natural response of any victim of terror, the 
Establishment does not suffer from such na¬ 
ivety. Empire has been part of the American 
way of life for a long time. 

The difference after 911 — and it is a 
significant one—is that America no longer sees 
need to battle for the hearts and minds of those 
it would dominate; there is no other super¬ 
power to whom the weak can turn. In today’s 
Washington, a U.S.-based diplomat recently 
confided to me, the United Nations has become 
a dirty word. International law is on the way to 
irrelevancy, except when it can be used to 
further US goals, by PervezHoodbhoy. 

iviviv.zmag. org/Sustainers/content/2003- 
01/26hoodbboy.cfm 

How we look at Terrorism 

This piece discusses several possible defini¬ 
tions of terrorism in light of several situations 
of conflict and oppression. The strategy of 
refusing to define the term, and its implica¬ 
tions, are also discussed. 

iviviv.zmag. orglbensman.htm 


Fear 

& 

Racism 


Resources 

A plethora of excellent links can be found on 
the ZNet Race Watch page, including anti¬ 
racism resources: 

wiviv.zmag.org/raceivatcb/race 

ivatch.htm 


Key questions: 

How do religious rhetoric , “us vs. 
them ” ideology , and vague 
definitions of terrorism feed 
support for war? 

How can we combat the fear and 
racism that these tactics promote ? 

Are anti-war protests inclusive of 
all the people against war? 


"Now President Bush is saying Syria has 
weapons of mass destruction. Gee 3 1 wonder 
where be is beaded with this." 

- David Letterman 


Historical and economic context 
to 4 War on Terror’ 

“The BBC Newsman asked a man dressed in 
a suit and tie, a man who looked and sounded 
as if he had an education, if he thought the 
events at the WTC could be the result of U. S. 
Foreign Policy in the Middle East. I’ll never 
forget what this man on the streets of New 
York said... ’’What does flying airplanes into 
buildings have to do with politics ? ’’This sense 
of Papal infallibility in one’s government is 
precisely why 9/11 happened. The public is 
not used to questioning how a continuous 
stream of oil is provided at 3 0 bucks a barrel. 
They never question the means through 
which their lifestyle is provided.Most just 
don’t want to know the truth ...” 

www.rense.com/general33/symp.btm 
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Towards a just social order 

Allocating resources, respecting 
diversity and finding real justice 


U.S. spending 
priorities 

Military trumps social programs 

President George Bush has asked congress for 
$63 billion to fund the invasion, pacification, 
and occupation of Iraq, and there will almost 
surely be supplementary monies needed later. 
Meanwhile, the states in this country, suffering 
from falling revenues and rising demands in a 
recessionary economy, face an estimated $70 
billion deficit and they, along with thousands of 
municipalities, are scrambling to slash back 
outlays for education, health care, housing and 
public services across the board. 

(With few exceptions, states by law cannot 
run deficits but must balance their budgets each 
year.) While Bush is asking for the $63 billion 
for military spending his January budget pro¬ 
posal did nothing to alleviate the domestic 
fiscal crisis, and he has proposed nothing since 


Social 

Injustice 

‘The reasonable man adapts himself to the 
world; the unreasonable one persists in trying 
to adapt the world to himself Therefore all 
progress depends on the unreasonable man. 3 

- George Bernard Shaw 

January to help state and local governments 
cope ... [Although the Bush arguments have 
been [without substance], and the internal 
crisis of the states and civil society needs are 
severe ... the mainstream media of the United 
States and the national legislatures have not 
only not challenged the Bush priorities, they 
have not even discussed them or allowed them 
to be discussed, by Edward Herman 

ontario.indymedia.orgarticle IT) #18402 


Bringing the beast to a halt 

“If you want to understand the process, you’ve 
got to go back to the historical disjuncture that 
marks its origins, and then trace it forward 
again. In the process of doing that, you begin 
to understand the nature of what it is that has 
to be done to actually bring this beast to a halt. ” 
“The United States, by having fully a con¬ 
tinental block at its disposal, including Canada, 
is contingent upon the internal colonization, 
subordination, subjugation, expropriation and 
all those other words of the indigenous people 
whose property it is. So if you really want to 
stop globalization, you gotta stop the United 
States. If you want to stop the United States, hey 
— it’s not going to be responsive to moral 
suasion in such as that — you’re going to have 
to take the sucker apart, just like any other 
structure that’s offending. And native rights, 
land rights and other rights, are the key to 
that.” from an interview with Ward Churchill: 

imprint .uw at er loo. cal story .php 
?f=2&t=848&i=&v=f&story=848 


Patriarchy 


Sex among the zombies 

In the last few decades, it’s become obvious to 
people active in the revolutionary struggle that 
the problems we are fighting are all tied to¬ 
gether. This piece critiques civilization from 
the perspective of queer and pagan peoples. 

“Indeed, if the nature of an institution is 
determined by what it does rather than what 
it says, we would be close to the truth in seeing 
the U.S. Government as essentially a machine 
for making war.” 

From “Witchcraft And The Gay 
Counterculture: A Radical View OfWestern Civi¬ 
lization And Some Of The People It Has Tried To 
Destroy, 33 by Arthur Evans (1978) reprinted in 
Green Anarchy #9, Summer2002 

www .greenanarchy. orglzinel GA09/ 
zombies.php 

‘Patriotism is the willingness to kill and be 
killed for trivial reasons. 3 

- Bertrand Russell 


Patriarchy and the military mind 

Patriarchy is a social organization marked by 
the supremacy of the father in the clan or 
family, the legal dependence of wives and 
children, and the reckoning of descent and 
inheritance in the male line, or, more broadly, 
control by men of a disproportionately large 
share of power. 

Where there is patriarchy there is war or 
preparations for war. Patriarchy invented war. 
War, being the ultimate form of domination, is 
intrinsic to patriarchy. War expresses pessence 
of patriarchy: dominate or destroy. 

The apologists of patriarchy would have 
it that man is innately aggressive and there has 
always been war. However, evidence shows 
that there was no war in pre-patriarchal soci¬ 
eties. People lived in peace, they did not want 
to dominate others. For example, the Austral¬ 
ian Aborigines had rituals for expressing and 
containing aggression, they never had all out 
war and conquest of other tribes (Lawlor). 
Men have to go through a period of 
brutalization in order to become organized 
killers. Patriarchy has to offer rewards such as 
power, rape and pillage for men to take part in 
war. War and “heroes” are glorified to make 
war seem attractive. 


The military mind pervades patriarchal 
society. Most organizations in patriarchy are 
based on the military model: the pyramid 
structure with power concentrated at the top, 
and a chain of command running down. Busi¬ 
ness, government, agencies, education and 
factories are all organized in the pyramid struc¬ 
ture. The power holders in these organizations 
usually wear a uniform: dark suits for the men 
and padded shoulders for the few women. 

Further evidence for the military mindset 
in civil society is in the use of terms such as “the 
war on drugs” or “the war on poverty”. How 
do you have a war on poverty: shoot the poor? 
shoot the rich? It is typical of patriarchy to see 
war as a solution to problems. This attitude 
doesn’t solve problems, it expresses the patri¬ 
archal mentality and preserves domination. 

The most lucrative trade in the world is in 
armaments (drugs come second).Boys are en¬ 
couraged to be aggressive and accept aggres¬ 
sion as normal behaviour through cartoons, 
video games movies and war toys. Knuckle¬ 
headed tough men such as Rambo are pro¬ 
moted as role models. To some men, war, and 
fantasies about war, offer an escape from lives 
of quiet desperation, by Alan Pert : 

www.personal.usyd.edu.au/—apert / 
pat.html 
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Making peace 
through the media 

Use this paper, don’t let it use you 


M ost newspapers have as their implicit 
objective to present you, the reader, 
with information, analysis, opinions. It is very 
much a one-way form of communication. 

We would like to reverse the paradigm 
and make you a central part of the content of 
this paper. What is already in these pages is only 
part of the package—we have an online setup 
that allows you to contribute discussion, com¬ 
ments and thoughts on this paper. 

But even more than that, we want this 
paper to contribute to real-life dialogue and 
people coming together on the issue of war and 
peace-building. We don’t want to be part of the 
problem with media, which seems too often to 
isolate people and make them feel helpless. 

Rather, we encourage you to use this 
paper to bring people together. There are a 
variety of ways you can do this; some possibili¬ 
ties are to host a kitchen-table discussion on the 
issue, or have a community meeting, maybe 
even start a group in your community to deal 
with issues of importance to you. 

You can also make copies of this paper (in 
full, or just specific pages) and pass them out, 
talking to people while you do. 

There are also blank spaces in this paper. 
Take advantage — make yourself a part of the 
Blind Spot. 


“The goal of peacebuilding is to enhance the 
capacity of a society to manage its own conflicts 
without violence. Because almost all 
peacebuilding efforts take place in a highly 
charged and unstable media environment — 
where information is often scarce and suspect 
— there is an early and critical role for the 
media to play in peacebuilding.” 

—from the Institute for Media, Peace and 
Civil Society, wiviv.impacs.org 

Contribute to our 
online discussion: 

ontario.indymedia.org/blindspot 

This paper is not intended as a stand-alone 
piece against the war machine. We realize that 
there is much we were unable to include in this 
issue; we have set up an extensive online sec¬ 
tion where more contributions can be added 
We also realize that removing support 
from the aspects of the war machine is only part 
of the solution; in addition, we need to build 
and create the institutions and structures that 
will create lasting peace and justice. Ideas and 
brainstorming for this area can also be done in 
our online open-publishing environment. 


«< blank space »> 


(((your space ))) 

include your ideas here, and/or online 

Oakland Cops Fire 
Rubber Bullets at Crowd; 
ILWU Shuts Down Docks 

“Anti-War demonstrators at the port of 
Oakland picketed American President Lines 
(APL) and Stevedoring Services of America 
(SSA). APL receives millions of taxpayer dollars 
every year for shipping military cargo through 
the Department of Defense Maritime Security 
Program (MSP). SSA was awarded a $4.8 mil¬ 
lion contract for a year’s operation of the Port 
of Umm Qasr in Iraq. 

“The picket line was successful in provok¬ 
ing the ILWU into sending many of its workers 
home for the day... the Oakland Police Depart¬ 
ment moved in to disperse the demonstrators, 
using concussion grenades, wooden bullets, 
and beanbags full of metal shot.” Full Article 
(April 9): 

www.tcgreens.org/gl / articles/ 
20030409054449896.html 


F.A.I.R. study finds U.S. network 
newscasts exclude anti-war opinion 

Network newscasts, dominated by current and 
former U.S. officials, largely exclude Ameri¬ 
cans who are skeptical of or opposed to an 
invasion of Iraq, a new study by FAIR (Fairness 
and Accuracy in Reporting) has found. 

The study was conducted in the two weeks 
around Colin Powell’s February 5 presenta¬ 
tion to the U.N., a time that saw particularly 
intense debate about the idea of a war against 
Iraq on the national and international level. 

Among the major findings in a study of on- 
camera network news sources quoted on Iraq: 
• Seventy-six percent of all sources were cur¬ 
rent or former officials, leaving little room for 
independent and grassroots views. Similarly, 
75 percent of U.S. sources (199/267) were 
current or former officials. 


• At a time when 61 percent of U.S. respond¬ 
ents were telling pollsters that more time was 
needed for diplomacy and inspections (2/6/ 
03), only 6 percent of U.S. sources on the four 
networks were skeptics regarding the need for 
war. 

• Sources affiliated with anti-war activism 
were nearly non-existent. On the four net¬ 
works combined, just three of 393 sources 
were identified as being affiliated with anti-war 
activism— less than 1 percent. Just one of 267 
U.S. sources was affiliated with anti-war activ¬ 
ism— less than half a percent. 

FAIR examined the 3 93 on-camera sources 
who appeared in nightly news stories about 
Iraq on “ABC World News Tonight”, “CBS 
Evening News”, “NBC Nightly News” and 
PBS’s “NewsHour with Jim Lehrer”. 

from Fairness and Accuracy in Reporting 
www.fair.org 


Democratizing media 

As regards the media, we desperately need our 
own. A hopeful lesson may be drawn from 
recent South Korean experience, where a 
startup free online newspaper OhmyNews, 
which began only three years ago with four 
employees, was registering 20 million page- 
views a day in late 2002, and is widely regarded 
as having helped transform Korean politics 
from conservative to liberal “almost overnight” 
(Howard French, “Online Newspaper Shakes 
Up Korean Politics,” NYT, March 6,2003). 

OhmyNews simply ran around the coun¬ 
try’s overwhelmingly conservative newspapers, 
found a receptive audience, and made a differ¬ 
ence. Such an enterprise here would be an 
important step toward democratization. We 
should be making such moves before it is too 
late, by Edward Herman: 

ontario.indymedia.org article ID # 18402 





